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Current Topics. 


The New County Court Judge. 

Mr. Jonny Surress Witt, K.C., who has been appointed judge 
of the County Court Circuit No. 7 in succession is tales BowEn 
Row anps, deceased, was called to the bar in 1864, and has 
— on the South-Eastern Circuit and at the Parliamentary 

ar. Heis the joint author of a standard work on the law relating 
to gas and water, and sole author of a work on the law relating 
to electric lighting, traction, and power. Mr. Witt was 
Member of Parliament for the Montrose Burghs from 1885 to 
1895. 


The Vacation Court. 

Mr. Justice Barcrave Deane succeeded Mr. Justice Surron 
as Vacation Judge on Wednesday, the 19th inst. A very light 
list had to be dealt with, only two matters out of the twenty- 
three in the cause list being tried out, and the learned judge 
rose for the day at 1.55. Application was made as to the sitting 
of the Divisional Court to hear a matter arising out of the 
Midwives Act, 1902, which stood over until next Wednesday ; it 
being suggested that there was no such urgency in the case as had 
been suggested on the original application. 


Implied Representation by Unqualified Person 
That He is Entitled to Act as Solicitor. 

A pxctsion by Mr. Denman, the police magistrate, in a prosecu- 
tion by the Law Society, appears to us to be more in accordance 
with the intention of the i than some earlier cases 
determined by other magistrates. The defendant was summoned 
for having falsely represented himself to be a solicitor in apply- 
ing for a debt on behalf of a London tradesman. In ying 
for the debt he wrote: “Sir,—We are a by Mr. T. z 
Marsews to apply to you for payment of £2 10s. owing by 
you, and, if fii Ry to save yourself trouble and costs y Fa 
ceedings, please remit the amount within three days, failing 
which we have instructions to proceed without further notice to 

ou.” The defence was, of course, that the letter was written 
the defendant in the exercise of his calling as a debt collector, 
which was not an unlawful one, and that he no intention of 
committing a breach of the law. The —_ convicted the 
defendant on the ground that the reasonable construction which 
would be put upon any such letter by the recipient would be 
that it came from a solicitor. We cannot but — of this 
decision. The expressions in the letter are usually 
employed by a solicitor, and although there was no 
statement that the defendant was a qualified practitioner, he 
could not complain if the words were understood in their ordinary 
sense. 


The Oath of a Chinese Witness. 

Onz or the most familiar maxims of the common law is that 
evidence should be given on oath, and that the witness must 
understand the effect of the oath. England has long been a 
47 
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mercantile country havi 
the seas, and it was ually considered expedient to receive 
the evidence of a witness even though he did not profess the 
Christian faith. But our courts stilt clung to the oath, though 
they allowed it to be modified according to the religious belief 
of the deponent. The Mahometan was allowed to be sworn on 
the Koran, a Jew to invoke Jehovah, and in the early part of 
the last century the court, upon information that the proper way 
of swearing a Chinaman was to allow him to crack a saucer and 
to express his wish that if he did not speak the truth his soul 
might be cracked like the saucer, allowed the oath to be taken 
in this form. But we live in an age of doubt and criticism ; we 
have heard a Jewish witness declare that the Jewish custom did 
not require him to cover his head while taking the oath, 
although the practice had been otherwise, and now, after our 
text-books have for many years described the manner in which 
a Chinese witness takes the oath, it has been decided in one of 
the London police-courts that there is no real ground for 
supposing that Chinamen attach any Png meme importance to 
the breaking of the saucer, but that the better opinion is that 
this picturesque ceremony was invented by Englishmen and is 
unknown to the Chinese courts. Having to the fact that 
there is a large Chinese population in many of the British 
Colonies, there ought to be little difficulty in ascertaining 
whether the ruling of the magistrate is correct and should in 
future be followed in all our courts. 


Repair of Riverside Footpath. 


Ir 18 stated in the daily Press that a conflict has arisen between 
the London County Council and the Twickenham District Council 
as to aes — — public ceo is properly liable for the 
repair e foo running alongside the Thames from 
Twickenham to Richmond, and Reealey 4 the top of the embank- 
ment between the river and the Marble-bill public park. Path 
and embankment are threatened with destruction through the 
tidal action of the river. The Marble-hill park is vested in the 
London County Council, and it appears that before the council 
acquired it the owner had unsuccessfully claimed the right to 
close the footpath to the public. The right of the public to the 
use of the footpath was asserted by the Twickenham District 
Council, and was finally upheld. Apparently the soil of the 
locus in quo down to the water's edge is vested in the London 
County Council in fee, and apparently the right of the 
Twickenham District Council is the ordinary right of a 
local public authority to secure and keep open the surface 
of the pathway for the passage of the public. In the 
absence of any special reason for making the London 
County Council, as owners of the soil, responsible for the 
upkeep of the pathway iteelf, the i common law 
hability of —— it would seem to fall on the Twicken- 
ham District i ct in accordance with the dictum of Lord 
Maysrrgcp in Taylor v. Whitehead (2 Doug., at p. 749), that ‘‘ by 
common law he who has the use of a thing ought to repair it.” 
The question, as between the two councils, is probably com- 
plicated by the peculiar situation of the footpath—on the top of 
the embankment which it is certainly the interest of the London 
County Council to keep in good order, so as to prevent the 
flooding of the park. An adjustment of the expense of repairing 
the bank between the two councils would seem to meet the 
justice of the case, so that the continued benefit of the right of 
~ way along the top of the embankment may be secured to the 

one council, without the whole cost of repairing the embankment 
being saddled on either. 


A Company’s Secret Service Fund. 


Tux case of Newton v. Birmingham Small Arms Co. (Limited) 
(54 W. BR 621) is an addition to the decisions which settle that 
shareholders cannot be deprived by the articles of association of 
their statutory rights. It was held in Rs Poveril Gold Mines (46 
W. B. 196; 1896, 1 Ch. 122) that a shareholder could not be 
deprived of his right to petition for a winding up under section 82 
of the Act of 1462; and it was held in Payne vy. The Cork Co. 


dealings with many regions beyond 


to 23 of the Companies Act, 1900. Those sections require thy 
the company shalf at the annual general meeting appoint auditoy 
for the ensuing year, and every auditor is to have a right of accgy 
at all times to the books and accounts and vouchers of the company, 
and is to be entitled to require from the directors and often 
of the company such information and explanation as may by 
necessary for the performance of the duties of auditors ; and thy 
auditors are to make a report to the shareholders on the accounts 
examined by them. In Newton v. Birmingham Small Arm (, 
the defendant company had been a in 1896 with 4 
large capital. Recently it was pro to alter the articles of 
association so as to enable the directors to set aside in ead) 
year, after paying certain dividends, ‘‘such a sum as they 
deem necessary or desirable in the interest of the company as ay 
internal reserve fund” ; and the altered articles were to provide 
that this internal reserve fund should be separate from the orjj- 
nary reserve fund, ‘“‘and need not be shewn in, or disclosed by, 
the balance-sheet, and the directors need not give any information 
to the shareholders as to the amount, investment, or application 
thereof, or otherwise in relation thereto, either in their report or 
otherwise ” ; and the internal reserve fund might be “‘ used and 
applied, at the discretion of the directors, for any purpose which 
the directors in their absolute discretion may consider will 
serve, protect, or advance the interests of the company.” The 
sotilion of the internal reserve fund were to be disclosed tp 
the auditors, and it was to be their duty to see that the same 
was applied for the purposes of the company in accordance with 
the provisions just stated, but they were not to disclose any 
information with regard to the same to the shareholders or 
otherwise. It should be noticed that the original articles of the 
company provided for an annual audit of the accounts. 


The Scope of an Auditor’s Duties, 


As Lone as the right of the shareholders to the audit of the 
accounts depended upon the articles of association, it was, of 
course, perfectly competent for a company by the articles, or any 
alteration therein properly made, to put limits upon these rights; 
but the introduction by the Companies Act, 1900, of the 
statutory audit has placed the matter upon a different footing, 
and the question arose in Newton v. Birmingham 

Arms Co. whether the articles could be so altered as to prohibit 
the auditors from disclosing to the shareholders information as 
to the internal reserve fund obtained in the course of the audit. 
The possible objections, as Buoxtzy, J., pointed out, related to 
the form of the balance-sheet and also to the report on the 
accounts to be submitted to the shareholders by the auditors, 
The assets of the internal reserve fund were, according to the 
proposed articles, to be omitted from the balance-sheet, and hence 
it might be said that the balance-sheet would be incorrect. The 
inaccuracy, would, however, be on the safe side so far a 
regards the financial position of the company. There are 
obvious dangers in including in the balance-sheet assets which 
do not exist, but it is a Fifferent matter with the omission 
of assets which do exist. Any chance of shareholders being 
misled would, the learned judge observed, be avoided by 
wording the balance-sheet so as to shew that there was an 
undisclosed asset, and such a balance-sheet would not, in his 
opinion, be necessarily inconsistent with the statute. But the 
objection that the proposed articles would fetter the auditors in 
the report which they were to make to the shareholders was 
more serious. If, indeed, there was nothing in the circumstances 
of the fund and its application which called for special comment, 
Buckizy, J., considered that section 23 of the Act of 1900 
would be complied with if the auditors reported that they had 


| examined the accounts as to the internal reserve fund, that they 


were satisfied with them, and that the funds had been onplas 
in manner authorized by the company’s regulations. But whi 

this would be so if everything was, in the oun of the 
auditors, all right, it might easily happen that there would be 
circumstances in connection with the internal reserve fund which 
would call for special comment, and then the articles of associa- 





(46 W. RB 325; 1900, 1 Oh. 308) that dissentient shareholders 
could not be deprived of their rights under section 161. In the 
present case the question has arisen upon the rights conferred | 
om shareholders in respect of the audit af accounts by sections 21 


tion would be invalid if they placed any difficulty in the = 
of such comment. “ It is,” said Buoxtey, J., “ inconsistent wi 

the Act of Parliament that the auditor shall be bound, even 
when he thinks that the true state of the company’s affairs is 
affected by facts relating to the internal reserve fund, to with 
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hold all information with regard to the same from the 

ers.” While, therefore, he recognized that it might 
be for a company to insist upon secrecy as to tat. 
items of their business, he considered that the proposed articles 
went too far in debarring the auditors from making under any 
circumstances a disclosure to the shareholders of the details of 


the fund. 


Alterations of Licensed Premises. 

Aw INTERESTING discussion of the extent to which licensing 
‘ustices can use their powers under section 11 (4) of the 
Fisenaing Act, 1902, to secure the proper management of licensed 
7." took place recently in Smith v. Justices of Portsmouth (54 

_R. 598), before the Court of Appeal (Cotziws, M.R., Cozens- 
Huapy, L.J., and Barnes, P.). The sub-section provides that 
on any application for a renewal of a licence the licensing justices 
may require a plan of the premises to be produced before them, 
and they may that “ within a time fred by the order such 
alterations as they think reasonably n to secure the 
proper conduct of the business shall be made in that part of the 

ises where intoxicating liquor is sold or consumed.” 

is provision ‘speaks of ‘‘alteration” simply, but 
the latter part of the sub-section goes on to enact that 
“if any such order for structural alterations is made and 
complied with, no further requisition for the structural altera- 
tion of the premises shall be made within the next five years.” 
In the present case the plan produced to the licensing justices 
upon the application for renewal of the licence shewed 
several entrances to the premises from two streets, 
Wickham-street and Havant-street, and the justices ordered 
that, with a view to confining the sale or consump- 
tion of intoxicating liquor to the Wickham-street end of 
the premises, one entrance door in Havant-street should be 
nailed up, and another door should be kept locked and not used 
except for the delivery of goods or for certain domestic 
purposes. Upon appeal to quarter sessions, the recorder held 
that the jurisdiction of the justices extended only to ordering 
structural alterations, and that while the nailing-up of one door 
might be such an alteration, the locking of the other door was not. 
The Divisional Court reversed this, and upheld the jurisdiction 
of the justices to make the order, but the Bourt of Appeal have 
reverted to the view of the recorder. The licensing justices 
have no 4 Peed ated to exact undertakings as to the manage- 
ment of licensed premises as a condition of renewing licences, 
and in proceedin under section 11 (4) of the Act of 1902 they 
are confined to ordering such alterations as are contemplated by 
that enactment. The sub-section does not, in the portion 
authorizing such an order, speak of “‘ structural #-alteration, but, 
as the Master of the Rolls pointed out, the provision that the 
alterations are to be directed to be done within a fixed 
time — that the physical condition of the premises 
are to altered, and, this being so, the reference to 
structural alterations at the end of the sub-section shews 
that it is with such alterations that the entire sub- 


section is concerned. In Bushell v. Hammond (52 W. R. 453; | Smoking in Court. 


[1904] 2 K. B. 568) the Court of Appeal upheld an order 
that the back entrance of licensed asuekeedeeal be closed with 
& gate which was to be kept locked except for the delivery of 

ods or for the private use of the tenant or his household, and 
this is not diesimilar from the order in the present case. But 
the point really considered there was whether the alteration was 

in that part of the premises where intoxicating liquor is sold 
. consumed,” and the court held that it was. It appears to 

ave been assumed that the alteration was struc . In the 
ge case it has been held that the mere locking of an existing 


cannot be ordered by the justices as an alteration within a practice. We are glad 


seotion 11 (4). 


Presence of Intere i 
Appeal at Gane ae oomrene, 

Ir MaY BE worth while to note that, in a case of Rex v. 
Coon wre Justices, decided some time ago, the Divisional 
a peo an order of quarter sessions on the ground 

® bench was improperly constituted, inasmuch as 
its members were interested.in the subject-matter 
e genera, 


two of 


of the appeal, This decision wae founded upon t 








| papers this week 


Interfere with the practice of his 


rule as to the presence of interested justices at a judicial 
boning, bat, eke we oe ee, oe 
much er than has ever been done before. The appeal 
was against the refusal to grant the renewal of a licence to sell 


intoxicating liquors, and at the hearing of the appeal two of the 
justices were present whose decision was the subject of the 


—. On the appeal being called on, they asked the chairman 
if they a to leave we bench. or -_ Pomp —— 
opinion they ought to take no in the hearing of the a 

but that it amy ov that & they should leave the — 4 
They accordingly remained, but made no observations to the 
ehairman except those mentioned, or to the other justices, nor 
did either of take any part in the hearing of the appeal. 
They retired with the other justices when the court adjourned 
to consider its decision, but took no part whatever in the dis- 
cussion which then took place, or in influencing the decision at 
which the other justices arrived. The Divisional Court, seaming 
that the justices were disqualified, said that, although they too 
no part in the decision or in influencing it, their conduct was 
improper, for a judge ought not to put himself in a position in 
which he may influence, or may appear to influence, the decision 
of the court. As to the question whether the justices whose 
conduct is blamed were interested, we have nothing but the dry 
fact that they took part in the decision which was the subject of 
the appeal. In both the eases cited to the Divisional Court 
(Reg. v. Mayer, 1 Q. B. D. 173, and Reg. v. London County 
Council, 1892, 1 Q. B. 190) the persons whose presence at 
the hearing of the appeal was objected to had really acted 
as prosecutors in the origi proceeding, and it might 
be said that they were accusers and judges. In the 
case under consideration nothing of the kind was disclosed. It 
is true that in Reg. v. Hertfordshire (6 Q. B. 753), which 
was not cited to the court, the judges of the Queen’s Bench say 
that a justice whose decision under the Licensing Acts was 
appealed from, and who was respondent in the appeal, ought 
not to have taken part init. But they lay stress upon the fact 
that, as respondent, he might be liable to costs—which is no 
longer the law, Reg. v. Staffordshire Justices (1898, 2 Q. B. 231), 
and they were evidentl Ete satisfied that La justices _— 
presence was complai no part in the ing of the 
appeal. In the Divisional Court case a PB Pov ype Bh 
was given, and though we have never thought that a satisfac- 
factory court of ?—e can consist in part of those whose 
decision is appealed from, we think that, in the circumstances, 
the order of the sessions might have been allowed to remain 
undisturbed. The superior courts have not, with regard to their 
own procedure, taken so rigid a view of the constitution of a 
Court of Appeal. The House of Lords, in sitting to hear a. 
has allowed those who took part in the decisions appealed from 
to vote in the final decision, and in rules for new trials on the 
ground of misdirection, the judge whose misdirection was com- 
plained of sat with his learned brothers. Other examples could 


easily be given. 


A sOMEWHAT surprising 
stat 


a certain revising barrister, on opening the proceedings, lighted 


a cigar and said that he hoped those would excuse him 
for smoking; that one of the agents hastened to say that he 
to see such an innovation ; and that the barrister 


nided 


that smoking was allowed in the courts of America, 


‘and he saw no reason why it should not be allowed in England. 
The 


barrister has subsequently contradicted the report, stating 
that he had never smoked in court, and strongly deprecated such 
to hear it, for we do not desire 
ure of the commercial room 
e revision courts. The = 
8 
need 


to 
the free-and-easy an i 
introduced into 
the revising barrister is not a heavy one. 
id for a few weeks’ work, and his duties 


copiously reported in the metropolitan : 
in the dead season of ae excite emyas Sy much interest 
as the proceedings in superior t 

therefore, that liberties should be permi 

not allowed to the ordinary judge. The 
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as to who invented the report, and why it was invented. We 
incline to think that a practical joker must have got hold of 
the local reporter. 


The New Table A. 
I 








Amone the matters to which the attention of the Company 
Law Amendment Committee, appointed in February, 1905, was 
particularly directed was the amendment of Table A in the first 
schedule to the Companies Act, 1862. The applicability of that 
table to companies registered under the Companies Acts as 
companies limited by shares depends upon sections 14 and 15 
of the Act of 1862. Section 14 provides that the memorandum 
of association may be accompanied by articles of association 
prescribing such regulations for the company as the subscribers 
to the memorandum deem expedient, and these may adopt all 
or any of the provisions of Table A; and section 15 provides 
that if the memorandum is not accompanied by articles of 
association, or in so far as the articles do not exclude or modify 
the regulations contained in Table A, such regulations shall, so 
far as they are applicable, be deemed to be the regulations of 
the company. 

As is well known, the original Table A has long been out of 
date, and in the comparatively few cases where, for the sake of 
brevity,in the articles, it has been thought expedient to adopt 
it, it been necessary to supplement it by special articles; 
but to do this thoroughly has involved practically the same 
labour and expense as using an independent set of articles. 
It was ceailiel iuseends, by section 71 of the Act of 1862, 
that the Board of Trade might from time to time make such 
alterations in the table as it deemed requisite. The table, when 
altered, was to be published in the London Gazetie, and when so 
published was to have the same force as if it were included in 
the schedule to the Act, but no such alteration was to affect any 
company registered prior to its date. This power of alteration 
has not previously been exercised, but a revised Table A, drafted 
by Mr. R. J. Parxer and Mr. A. C. Cravsow on the instructions 
of the Board of Trade, was submitted to the Company Law 
Amendment Committee, and, subject to certain modifications, was 
recommended by them for adoption. It was finally settled, after 
consideration of these modifications, and was published in the 
London Gazette of the 31st of July last, with an intimation that 
it would take effect on and after the Ist of October. It will, 
therefore, be the duty of the advisers of the promoters of com- 
panies to be registered after the 30th inst. to consider how far 
the new table requires to be supplemented by special articles, 
and whether it is expedient to adopt the table with the necessary 
additions, or whether it will still be the more expedient course to 
have a special set of articles prepared and printed. This is a 
question which can only be answered after a comparison of the 
new Table A with the articles which are now in common use. 

It is posed to consider the articles under the following 
heads: (1) Preliminary; (2) Shares; (3) Calls; (4) Forfeiture 
and Lien; (5) Transfer and Transmission ; (6) Share Warrants; 
(7) Conversion of Shares into Stock; (8) Alteration of Capital ; 
(9) Borrowing Powers; (10) General Meetings; (11) Proceed- 
ings at General Meetings; (12) Votes; (13) Directors; (14) 
Rotation of Directors; (15) Managing Directors; (16) Proceed- 
ings and Powers of Directors; (17) Solicitors, &.; (18) 
Dividends; (19) Accounts and Audit; (20) Notices; (21) 
Winding-up ; (22) Indemnity to Officers. 

(1) Preliminary.—The usual preliminary articles include the 
interpretation clause, the clause excluding or modifying 
Table A, the clause adopting any agreement which is the basis 
of the er and the clause regulating the commencement of 
business. The interpretation clause—clause 1—in the new 
Table A —to which we shall in future refer as Table A simply— 
though it omits some usual definitions, is full enough for prac- 
tical purposes, but a oa article will be required to indicate 
any modifications of Table A, and of course Table A does not 


——— 


not go to the public can commence business immediately; g 
company which does go to the public must first comply with the 
requirements of section 6 of the Companies Act, 1900. Olanse9 
of Table A calls attention to this. 

(2) Shares.—Clauses 3 and 4 of Table A provide for the issue of 
shares upon special terms, and for the modification, from tim 
to time, of special rights. Where it is desired to define special 
rights—as in the case of preference shares—on the formation of 
the company, without making them invariable by placing the 
definition in the memorandum, a special clause must be inserted 
in the articles, but otherwise the clauses just mentioned supply 
all that is necessary. Olause 5 calls attention to section 4 
(allotment of shares) and section 7 (return of allotments) of the 
Act of 1900, and directs, by way of reminder, that thos 
provisions shall be complied with, but it does not specify 
the minimum subscription, and in the case of companies 
which go to the public this must be done by a special 
article, otherwise the whole amount of capital offered fo 
subscription must be subscribed before any allotment can be 
made. And in the case of such companies, too, a special article 
must define the limit of underwriting commissions. It shouli 
be noticed that Table A has no clause excluding trusts of shares 
from recognition, this matter being left to section 30 of the Act 
of 1862, which provides that “no notice of any trust, expressed, 
implied, or constructive, shall be entered in the register, or 
be receivable by the registrar, in the case of companies under this 
Act and registered in England or Ireland.” The clause ip 
common use is intended to go further and to exclude recognition 
of any equities whatever, but the extension does not seem to be 
of sufficient practical importance to necessitate a special article 
if Table A is being adopted. Clauses 6 and 7 provide sufficiently 
for the issue of certificates and the renewal of certificates lost or 
defaced. Clause 8 contains the usual provision that the funds 
of the company shall not be employed in the purchase of orin 
loatis upon the company’s shares. 

(3) Calls—Table A contains in clauses 12 to 17 the usual 
provisions as to the making of calls, the payment of interest on 
calls in arrear, and the receipt of money from shareholders in 
advance of calls. It is provided that no call shall exceed one- 
fourth of the nominal amount of the share, or be payable at less 
than one month from the last call. No provision appears to be 
expressly made for the payment of a call by instalments, though 
it is implied in clause 24 (forfeiture). Clause 15 extends the 
rovision for payment of interest to default in payment of 
instalments fixed at the date of issue of the shares. Clause 18 
introduces the usual stipulation that joint holders of shares shall 
be jointly and severally liable for calls. 
(4) Forfeiture and Lien.—The clauses as to forfeiture are in 
the usual form. Clause 27 empowers the directors, at any time 
before the sale or disposition of the forfeited shares, to canoe 
the forfeiture on such terms as they think fit. No provision 
for the company having a lien on shares was made by the old 
Table A. Clauses corresponding to the usual clauses on this 
head are now given in clauses 9 to 11 of the new table, the lien 
being allowed only in the case of shares which are not fully 

aid. 

r (5) Transfer and Transmission.—The clauses as to transfer of 
shares—clauses 18 to 20—reproduce the usual provisions. 
Transfers may be in writing under hand only, and the directors 
are given power to decline to register any transfer of shares 
(not being fully-paid shares) to a person of whom they do not 
approve, or, as to any shares, in cases where the company has 4 
lien. Clauses 21 and 22 contain the usual provisions as to tran® 
mission upon death or bankruptcy, and clause 23 gives a person 
entitled to shares by transmission the right to receive dividends, 
but debars him from exercising the rights of a member 
relation to meetings of the company until he has been registered 
in respect of the shares. 

(6) Share Warrants.—The original Table A contained no 
provision as to share warrants, there being wnder the Act of 
1862 no power to issue them. This power was first given by 
the Companies Act, 1867, ss. 27 to 36. In the majority of com 





— a clause adopting agreements. Whenever a company is | 
to adopt a@ proposed agreement, the usual clause will 
have to be inserted. ith regard to the commencement of 
business no clause is really required. A company which does 





panies the power is not exercised, and the articles either provide 


\shortly for the issue of share warrants, leaving details to be 


regulated by the directors, or are silent on the subject altogether, 


The new Table A contains unusually full provision on this head 
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in clauses 35 to 40. Olause 38, for instance, enables tie 
bearer of a share warrant, by depositing the warrant at the 
office of the company, to exercise the rights of a registered 
member in respect of requisitioning and attending meetings. 

(7) Conversion of Shares into Stock.—The conversion of paid-up 
shares into stock is authorized by section 12 of the Act of 1862, 
and the reconversion into shares is authorized by section 29 of the 
Act of 1900 ; but in either case the company must be authorized 
to exercise the power by its articles as originally framed or as 
altered by special resolution. Clause 31 of Table A gives the 
necessary power by providing that the directors may, with the 
sanction of the company in general meeting, convert any paid- 
up shares into stock, and may, with the like sanction, reconvert 
any stock into paid-up shares of any denomination. Clauses 32 
to 34 contain the usual subsidiary provisions as to the rights of 
thestockholders in respect of transfer, dividends, voting, and 
otherwise. 

(8) Alteration of Capital.—Table A contains the usual provi- 
sions with regard to alteration of capital. The increase of capital 
is made dependent upon an extraordinary resolution (clause 41). 
Power to effect a consolidation or subdivision of capital, a 
cancelling of shares not taken up, and a reduction of capital 
is conferred by various statutes, provided the regulations of the 
company authorize these operations—as to consolidation, see 
Act of 1862, s. 12; as to subdivision, see Act of 1867, s. 21; as 
to cancelling, see Act of 1877, s. 5; and as to reduction of 
capital, see Act of 1867, ss. 9-20, Act of 1877, ss. 3, 4, and 
Act of 1880, ss. 3, 5. Clause 44 of Table A gives the necessary 
authority, and requires the sanction of the company to be given 
to any of these operations by special resolution. 

(9) Borrowing Powers.—It is usual to provide somewhat fully 
in articles of association for the exercise of borrowing powers by 
acompany. The power to borrow is vested in the directors, 
subject frequently to a limit which is not to be exceeded without 
the sanction of a general meeting, and provision is made 
with respect to the issue of debentures. The old Table A 
conferred no borrowing powers on the directors, and this 
is not strictly necessary, since a trading company has an implied 
power to borrow for the purposes of its business: General 
Auction Estate Co. v. Smith (40 W. R. 106; 1891, 3 Ch. 432), 
The new Table A follows the same policy of not conferring an 
express power of borrowing, though it recognizes the existence 
of such a power by introducing a limit upon its exercise. 
Clause 73 provides that “the amount for the time being 
remaining undischarged of moneys borrowed or raised by the 
directors for the purposes of the company (otherwise than by 
the issue of share capital) shall not at any time exceed the issued 
capital of the company without the sanction of ¢he company in 
— meeting.” And clause 74 calls the attention of the 

tors to the necessity of complying with the provisions of the 
Companies Acts as to the registration of mortgages and charges 
affecting the property of the company. Probably these 
provisions as to borrowing, taken with the usual clause in the 
memorandum of association, give all that is really necessary, 
but we imagine that draftsmen will in general prefer to 
define specifically the scope of borrowing powers and the giving 
of security by special articles similar to those now in use. 








It is announced that on and after Monday, the 24th of September, the 

usiness of the Ecclesiastical Commission will be carried on at Millbank, 
Westminster (at the corner of Great College-street), and that all com- 
munications must be addressed to ‘‘ The Secretary, Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sion, Millbank, Westminster, 8. W.”’ 

The Times yy on Saturday the obituary of Lord Thurlow which 
Was contained in its issue of the 15th of September, 1806. It states, 
among other things, that ‘‘ After remaining some time at Cambridge, 
which the vivacity of his conduct obliged him to leave, he came to London 
to pursue the profession of the law, with whose studies he blended the 
Gay and sensual amusements of the Metropolis. He rose into professional 
saved by a circumstance which is not generally known. Fletoher 

— (at that time, and ee at any time, the first Nisi Prius lawyer), 
Who not only ‘made the but the bench tremble, was, in « solemn 
argument, opposed, beat down, and overpowered by the manly resolution 
and intrepid spirit of the young lawyer. This circumstance made a great 
por at the time, and his Jrowen rendered him an object, not only of 
wpe fuse, but of wonder. Indeed, it was a em of his early life that, 
° act with confidence was to win regard, and to ag Rees was half 
ed ot Ne agtt® pursued this notion, as it might serve his purpose, to the 

ys. 





Reviews. 


Books of the Week. 


The English Reports. Vol. LXVI.: Vice-Chancellor’s Court XI., 
cootaining Gifford, vols. 2 to 5; Hare, vol. 1. William Green & 
Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Gibson and Weldon’s Student’s Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty. 
Intended as an Explanatory Treatise on the Law and Practice in 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Matters. Sixth Edition. By the 
Authors, and H. Grsson Rrvineton, M.A. (Oxon.), and A. CLIFFORD 
Fountatng. The ‘‘ Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 


Gibson and Weldon’s Student's Practice of the Courts: Being a 
Practical Exposition of the Proceedings in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in England, including Appeals to the House of Lords. 
Intended Specially for Candidates at the Final and Honours Examina- 
tion of the Law Society. Eighth Edition. By the Authors. The 
‘* Law Notes” Publishing Offices. 

Reports of Cases Decided by the Railway and Canal Commissioners ; 
a with Table of and Index to Cases Reported in Vols. VII. to 
XII. By J. H. Batrour Baowng, K.C.; Wattrer H. Macnamara, 
a Master of the Supreme Court; and RatPH NEVILLE, LL B., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. Val. XII. of Railway and Canal Traffic Cases. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Principles of the English Law of Contract, and of Agency in its 
Relation to Contract. By Sir Wirii14m R. Anson, Bart., D.C.L., 
Barrister-at-Law. Eleventh Edition. Oxford: At the Clarendon 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of Eogland, with Forms and Prece- 
dents by the Most Eminent Legal Authorities. Second Edition, 
Revised and Enlarged. Vol. I.: Abandonment to Banker. With 
a General Introduction by Sir F. Pottock, Bart. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); W. Green & Sons, Edinburgh. 

Report of the Twenty-eighth Annual Meeting of the American 
Bar Association, held at Narragansett Pier, Rhode Island, on the 
28rd, 24th, and 25th of August, 1905. Philadelphia: Dando Printing, 

.» Co. 

An Analytical Digest of Cases Published in the Law Journal 
Reports and the Law Reports, the House of Lords, the Privy Council, 
the Court of Appeal, the Chancery, King’s Bench, and Probate, 
Divorce and Admiralty Divisions of the High Court of Justice, the 
Court for Crown Cases Reserved, and the Ecclesiastical Courts, 
During the years 1901-1905, with References to the Statutes Passed 
During the e Period. By James 8S. HenDERSON, Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The Property Law Act, 1905, with an Introduction and Notes, and 
a Supplement to a Concise and Practical View of Conveyancing in 
New Zealand, including the Land Transfer System, with Concise 
Forms under the New Act. By Tuomas FREDERIC MARTIN, a 
Barrister of the Supreme Court of New Zealand. Whitcombe 
& Tombs (Limited). 

Town Practice for the Tyro. By R. L. Mosss, Solicitor. Being a 
Supplement to the Eighth Edition of Gibson and Weldon’s Student’s 
Practice of the Courts. The ‘‘ Law Notes” Publishing Office. 


The Revised Table A, as Approved by the Board of Trade under 
the Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900, in 1906, with Notes and Supple- 
mentary Forms for Use in Relation to Such Table. By Francis B. 
PALMER, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). Price 1s. 6d, 








According to the statistics of ie aie the Workmen's Com- 
nsation Acts, 1897 and 1900, and the ployers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
Suring the year 1905, which have been issued by the Home Office, the 
number of cases under the Workmen’s Compensa Acts actually dealt 


with in England and Wales by county court j and county court 
arbitrators was 1,754, the largest number yet The number for 
1904 was 1,730, which, again, was an inoretae on the preceding . Of 

and 27 by a 


special arbitrator, 245 cases being cs eS ey 
into court. There were, in addition, 715 cases which were either = 
drawn, settled out of court, or otherwise disposed of in such a way as not 
to enable the officials of the 
the total number of cases 
com with the figures 
Workmen's Compensation A 
was 97, or nearly 4 per cent, of the cases that came 
courts, a considerable increase as compared with the figures for 1904. 
Of the 97 a is, 42 were by workmen 


and 55 by emplo: or 
the former Pest the latter 13, were successful. Eighteen were me er Te 
before hearing, There were five to ouse of 
compared with seven in 1900, three in 1901, one 
| The employers were the appellants in four cases. Two of these appeals 
were successful, 
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Correspondence. 


Undischarged Bankrupt Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 

Sir,—Now that the Solicitors Act, 1906, entitling the refusal of 
practising certificates to solicitors who are undischarged bankrupts, 
has become law, it is to be hoped that the Law Society wi'l strictly 
and uty enforce the new powers placed at their disposal. For 
years their complaint has been that they had no power to refuse a 
certificate to a bankrupt solicitor. and now that this grievance is 
removed, their future action will be watched with interest by many 
like myself, who, although members of the Law Society, have a very 

r opinion of its practical value to the profession. It now has 
a chance of shewing its zeal in purging the profession of many 
undesirable members, and thus putting to a practical proof its 
protestations of its desire to increase the honourable reputation of 
the profession in general. 

Personally I consider that the certificate of every undischarged 
bankrupt should be refused as a matter of course until he can 
shew that his bankruptcy arose from circumstances beyond his control 
and that he misappropriated no client’s money. If, however, he is 
shewn to have misappropriated any client’s money, then his certificate 
should be strictly withheld. 

It is not pleasant to have to do business with bankrupt solicitors 
who have embezzled large sums of trust money, and who, through the 
fear of a loss of dividend consequent on prosecution, are allowed to 
practice undisturbed by the Law Society, to the great scandal of the 
district. Such an experience was mine recently. NuUNQUAM. 


[We believe that the Council of the Law Society are quite as anxious 
as our correspondent that the profession should be “‘ purged” as he 


suggests.—Ep. S.J.} 


Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
PERRY v. PARDOE AND OTHERS. 12th and 13th Sept. 


Epvcation Act, 1902—Dismissat or Teacher —Norice—Ricut or TEACHER 
To BE Hearp—InJvuncTIoN, 


Motion for an interim injunction to restrain the Rev. George Owen 
Pardoe and others, the defendants, from dismissing or purporting to 
dismiss the plaintiff from her office of head mistress of Old Alresford 
National School, Old Alresford, in the county of Southampton, until her 
engagement as such should have been duly and lawfully terminated 
according to the terms of her agreement. The plaintiff, Mrs. Perry, 
was appointed head mistress in 1901. Upon the Education Act, 1902, 
coming into force an agreement was entered into by her with 
the then managers of the school on the Ist of October, 1903. By 
that agreement it was stipulated (clause 6): ‘‘This agreement may be 
terminated at any time by either of the parties hereto giving to the other 
of them three calendar months’ previous notice in writing to that effect, 
and if such notice is given by the managers it shall be given in accordance 
with the decision of a meeting convened by notice sent to every manager 
four days at least before the meeting, stating that the termination of the 
agreement with the teacher will form part of the business of such meeting.’’ 
By clause 7, ‘‘ Where such notice is given by the managers . .. on 

connected with the giving of religious instruction in the school, 
those grounds shall appear on the face of the notice.’’ The rts 
of the diocesan and Government inspectors during the years 1901 to 
1905 were very favourable to the plaintiff, but that of the former in 
ae 1906, stated that the results were not so good as in 1905, 
that lessons for life were not brought home to the children. 
On the 19th of April, 1906, before the last-mentioned report was made, 
Mr. Pardoe came to the plaintiff and told her that the managers wished her 
to resign, but refused to give any reason. The plaintiff declined to do so. 
On the 21st of April there was a meeting of the managers, and on the 
same day a written notice to terminate the engagement was sent to her, 
but it was admitted that this notice was bad, as no grounds were alleged, 
and the meeting had not been summoned in the way indicated by the 
agreement, and the plaintiff took no notice of it. On the 11th of June 
Mr. Pardoe sent her the following letter: ‘‘ To Mrs. Perry. —The managers 
of the Old Alresford National Sehool held a meeting last Monday, the 4th 
of June, at which the report of the diocesan inspector was read, she 
the results in Division I. to be not so good as last year, a 
intimating that lessons for life were not brought home to the children. 








The rector that he had been nt at the inspection and that he 
confirmed this opinion of the ins , and added that the answering in 
Division I. on the Oreed was very unsatisfactory. Upon this, it was 


proposed and seconded, that ha’ for some time felt that the 
unsatisfactory tone of the school must be the result of imperfect training 
religious matters, the managers hereby resolve to terminate the engage- 
ment with the head teacher.” This was followed by a three months’ 


= 


notice, which expired on the 11th of September. No complaint had been 
to the plaintiff as to her r us teaching, and no opportunity 
given to her to these . The other ® 


managers 





who, with one exception, were members of the Ohurch of England, hej 


not visited the 1 for a long time. In his affidavit Mr. 
admitted that the plaintiff was a very efficient teacher in secular subjects, 
and stated that the mye gor had dismissed her on grounds ey a 
nected with her giving of religious instruction. They had formed they 
opinion as to the unsatisfactory tone of the school, not only on reports y 
to what went en inside, but also on their observation of the conduct of thy 
children outside, with which, as residents, they were well acquainted, 
The Creed was an integral part of the religious teaching in all Church of 
England schools. It was added that in consequence of this application, 
the holidays had been extended one week until the 17th of September, 
A new head mistress had been appointed. By section 7 (1) (¢) of the Educ. 
tion Act, 1902, the consent of the local education authority is required 
the dismissal of a teacher, unless the dismissal is on grounds connectej 
with the giving of religious instruction. It was contended on behalf of 
the plaintiff that there was no evidence that the religious teaching wa 
defective, as the managers only rarely visited the school, and that, eva 
assuming indiscipline and roughness in the children, there was nothing tp 
connect that with defective religious teaching more than with defectiy 
secular teaching, and that the grounds were not set out bond fide, but toavoid 
the necessity of getting the consent of the local education authority. Algo, 
on the authority of Fisher v. Jackson (1891, 2 Ch. 84), that the managers a 
trustees exercising semi-judicial functions had no power to dismiss the 
laintiff without first giving her an opportunity of being heard. Oy 
half of the defendants it was contended that, whatever plaintiff's rights 
might be, this was not a case for an interim injunction. 

Surron, J., said he did not think he need trouble Mr. Williams, I 
giving the notice under clause 6 of the agreement the managers were acting 
as such in the exercise of their discretion, and not in any judicial capacity, 
and the conclusion he had arrived at was that it was by no meam 
incumbent on them as a question of law to give the plaintiff an opportunity 
of stating her view as to the way the notice should or should not be given, 
and he thought it was apparent on the face of the notice that it was give: 
on grounds certainly connected with the giving of religious instruction, 
He therefore felt that he could not properly grant this interim injunction, 
and the application must be dismissed, the costs to be costs in the canse,— 
Counset, Stanger, K.C., and H. Lynn; Fischer Williams Soxictrors, Bake 
§ Nairne ; Gerald § Arthur Marshall, for J. Shield § Mackarness, Alresford, 


[Reported by W. L, L. Beir, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


New Orders, &c. 


High Court of Justice. 
LONG VACATION, 1906. 
Noricz. 


During the remainder of the Vacation all applications ‘‘ which may 
require to be immediately or promptly heard,’’ are to be made to Mr 
Justice Barcrave DEANE. ‘ 

Covrt Bostness.—Mr. Justice Bancrave Dzanz will, until further notice, 
sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal Courts of Justice, at 11 a.m. 
on Wednesday in every week, commencing on Wednesday, the 19thof 
September, for the pur of hearing such applications of the sbor 
nature, as according to the practice in the Chancery Division, are usually 
heard in court. 

No case will be placed in the Judge’s paper unless leave has bee 
previously obtained, or a certificate of counsel that the case requires to be 
immediately or promptly heard, and stating concisely the reasons, is left 
“Who meoer 1 ade to the Vacation 

necessary papers, relating to every application made to the Va 

Judges (see notine below as to Falges + Ley are to be left with the 
Cause Clerk in attendance, Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 136, Royal 
Courts of Justice, before 1 o’clock on the Monday previous to the day 0 
which the application is intended to be made. When the Cause Clerkis 
not in attendance, they may be left at Room 136, under cover, ad 

to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation Papers, or they may 
sent by post, but in either case so as to be received by the time aforesaid. 

Unernt Marrers wHen Jupce Nor Presznt 1x Court on CHAMBERS.— 
Application may be made in any case of urgency to the Judge, personally 
(if necessary), or by post or rail, prepaid, accompanied by the brief of 
counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, and 
also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of 
order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, 
sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as follows: 
wn Chancery Official Letter: To the strar in Vacation, Chancery 
oe per Office, Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.O.”’ 

n soguertinns for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papers sent to the Judge will be returned to the Registrar. 

The ss of the Judge for the time being acting as Vacation Judge 
can be obtained on apyiicstion at Room 136, Royal Courts of Justice. 

Caanceny Coampen Busivess.—The Chambers of Justices SwinvEn BAvt 
and Nevitix will be open for Vacation business on Tuesday, Wednesday, 
Thursday, and Friday in every week, from 10 to 2 o'clock. 

Kuvo's Bencu Onamuen Busrvess —Mr. Justice Baxonave Duane Will 
until further notice, sit for the dis of King’s Bench Business 
J ’ Chambers on Tuesday and Thursday in every week, commencing 
on , the 18th of September. 

Prosatz anv Divorce.—Summonses will be heard by the Registrar, at 
the Principal Probate Registry, Somerset House, every day during tht 
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at 11.30 (Saturdays excepted). meee See See ee It is stated that a will which has just been in London contains : 
Re Registrar on Wednesdays, the 26th of ptember, and the 3rd and 17th of | the following remarkable direction: ‘‘ The will be alike until 23 
subj October, at 12.30. In matters that cannot be dealt with by a Registrar, | yrs., except that Frances for 45 jointly. the others the majority of the 
a Con: tion may be made to the Vacation Judge by motion or summons. | oldest at 23 years. The grandmother is to be and have both have controll 
eal nisi will be made absolute by sis Vooion e on Wednes- | and possession.” 

He the 26th of September, and the 3rd and 17th o tober. reached England Saturda tasine 
uct of the summons (whether before Judge or Registrar) must be entered at the oo in ra Mr. thee. M. Richards a bh. diag BP prcerornl 
quainted, Registry, and case and papers for motion (whether before Judge or Lae in Clement’s-ian hed been arrested. in-Gouth Africa. 
“hurch of Registrar) and papers for making decree absolute must be filed at the tr Richords who lived in Ni -road, Herne Hill, was well known in 
plication before 2 o’clock on the preceding Friday. South London. He was a justice of the and held several public 
ptember, vpGe’s Papers ror Use 1n Court.—Cnancery Division.—The as offices. In 1904 he was Mayor of Lam In May a warrant for his 
1e Educa. papers for the Vacation Judge, are required to be left with the Cause Clerk | arrest was granted at the Bow-street police-court. The police found that 
quired to in attendance at the Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 136, Royal Courts | he had stayed at Marseilles for a short time, and had left there by steamer. 
rer: of Justice, on or before 1 o’clock, on the Monday previous to the day on | after that all traces of him were lost until quite recently, when it was 
behalf a which the application to the judge is intended to be made :— found that he had taken up his residence at Salisbury, South Africa. The 
hing hing 1, Counsel’s certificate of urgency or note of special leave granted by | Director of Public Prosecutions cabled orders for his arrest, and as soon 

», Oven the judge. necessary formaliti boon taken Fugi 
othing to rh Tro copies of writ and two copies of pleadings (if any), and any other oes meee Ss will ig hee back to England ned deenh anew 
defective documents showing the nature of the application. street police-court. He is specifically charged with misappropriating 
t toavoid 3. Two eopies of notice of motion. aie £2,236, which came into his as executor under a will, £3,481 
. 4, Office copy affidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer (if any). | beionging to Mrs. Witt, a widow livingat Norwood. The Evening Standard 
RAgers as N.B.—Solicitors are requested when application has been dis of, to | understands that Inspector Callighan, of Scotland Yard, is to proceed to 
= » apply at once to the Judge’s Clerk in Court for the return of their papers. | gouth Africa to bring him home. ; . 
; ° Li 
Ps rights Lord Fortescue, the Lord Lieutenant of Devonshire, is stated to have 
addressed a letter to the chairmen of petty sessional divisions in the county, 
ams, Ih Obituary. suggesting the desirability of greater uniformity in the arrangements for 
are acting the conduct of business at petty sessions. He observes that ‘‘a few 
capacity, Mr. C. Waldron. benches eppeiat « chairman regularly, but in the majority of cases the 
Me Mr. Clement Waldron, solicitor, of Llandaff, died on the 14th inst., at | Chair is filled by rotation, or by the senior Be arg | poe ple —_— 
be gi iy the age of eighty years. He was admitted in 1850, was for man years men t a little aoa chairman The disadvantage he is 
givea, Registrar of the Liandaff Probate Registry, and acted as local tor to se yes ae 2 ; ASE, a 
ras given ; that nobody gets much (or gets it regularly), and if a justice is only in the 
truction the Board of Trade. He was for some time before his retirement from | °),,;. ror Bae he has no inducement to give ahtanthen’ 0 te 
‘unction, : ice in partnershi at Llandaff and Cardiff with his son, Mr. Clement duties of mae magistrate, and, iv the absence of vious know 
coma chards Waldron, who is Registrar to the Archdeacon of Llandaff. ona qupallenes, is necessarily, in any difficulty, de ent upon the clerk 
RS, Baker Mr. C. R. Hopkins to a considerable extent. course, in any case of doubt, it is wisest to 
resford, 5 ee. ee P . consult that official, but over-frequent recourse to professional advice does 

Mr. Charles Russell Hopkins, solicitor, of Hungerford, Berks, died on | not raise a court in the estimation of the public or of those who practise in 

Monday last. He was admitted in 1896, and was Olerk to the County | it. A better way, as it appears to me, is that benches should select from 
Justices for the Hungerford Division. among their members two or- three gentlemen (or possibly more, for there 
are a great many sittings) recommended by experience, or knowledge, or 

previous training, and able and willing to attend regularly and do the 

work thoroughly, who should undertake to ide in turn in whatever 

Legal N ews. rotation is most convenient to themselves, would, by conference with 

each other, arrange for a continuity a and, in regard to sentences, 

Appointmen 2. for uniformity of principle.” His 1} nip further suggests that, in cases 

where the number of magistrates who habitually attend is considerable, it 

Mr. Samvet Tuomas Evans, K.C., M.P., has been appointed Recorder of | might be better to arrange am themselves to divide the work to meet 
ich may Swansea, in the place of his Honour Judge Bowen-Rowlands, K.C., | their individual convenience in @ way as to ensure fairly even attend- 
» to Mr. deceased. ence on all occasions, instead of possibly a large attendance one day and a 

: very meagre one the next. 

— Changes in Partnerships. 

10th of Dissolutions. To Exxcurors.—Va.vations For Pronats.—Messrs, Watherston & Son, 
. Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
» usually Wiuiam Epwarp Ricnarpson and Txomas ArtinestaLt WARBURTON, eading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens Bond -street), 

solicitors (Richardson & Warburton), Birmingham. a 33 1, , W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 

as beet Ancrrpatp Freperick WaLLey and Epwarp Grorrrey Parker Worstey, Family Distribution, late of Pall East, adjoining the National 
28 to be solicitors (Walley, Worsley, & Co.), Manchester. Sept. 10. Gallery.—[Apvr.]} 
3, is left [ Gazette, Sept. 14. 
’ acation ° ° ° 
with the General. W inding-up Notices. 
pes _ Lord Brampton entered on his ninetieth year on the 14th inst., and London Gasette.—Fuipay, Sept. 14. 
: nhs is stated to have received a large number of messages congratulating him JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
— on the event. Lnarep m Cuaxozry. 

A story is told the Central Law Journal, of a certain newly- ted | F Savacr & Co, Luurap—Petn for up, presented Sept 12, directed tobe heard 
may be Pe rage — ; , - ap befure the Vacation Judge on Sept 26. & Son. 14, Paternoster row, solors for 
esaid. judge aed —— oe a — wey, in which he as » Notice of ‘ppg taunt reach the above-nmed not Iaterthan 6 o'clock in the 
woe case in a similar way when you were at the bar. ete es, I it tha’ " Gouprisips or Marapeietaxp, Limtre>—Creditors om zegniesd, on ot betene O08 to 
rsonally . . ? " J ’ 
oy of ow, sepiied the judge, “‘ but that was the fault of the judge who Simpeon, 40-13, Salabury Hows La wai ingle : jay RS SH 
on, . 
of the In the High Court of Justiciary, Edinburgh, on the 14th inst., says the | Mgssepacox Taxxeny, Lusrrao—Peta for winding up. presented Aug 17, directed to be 
elope, Tian, an ex-aclder, belonging 1 Giaagow’ wes charged with coustiting | Sint G.owSe., bites fyormen, J, Nota x wed tr Omir & On Leste 
‘ollows: with his stepdaughter contrary, as the charge read, to an Act of James VI., | ..6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 
hancery and the eighteenth chapter of Leviticus. Lord Kyllachy said that although a er So for weing = presented 20. directed to be 

the cohabitation with a enenee wee not a crime in other parts of the wean conch tha above-aumand oot lakes thay Gahiietr to Sit cheemnion of Oss wD 
of om, it was unquestionably one in Scotland by virtue of the Act of | Naw Covoxies Syxpicats, Loarep —Creditors are re on or before Oct 15, to send 
1507, which incorporated a portion of the Mosaic law. His lordship passed | thelr names and sddreeses, and the particulars of thelr debte or claims, to Harry Read 
welll = of two months’ imprisonment, to date from the prisoner's arrest. Srawanr & Co, I narrap (1x LayotDarvon) Creditors are ired. on og befor before Oct 29. 10 
b uarryme i esda tnessed names or 
y Eapt Saturday, says the Daily wait reapers Besse 2p: in poe Magn judge Cea ee Sy ee 
nesday, Unslinging waggons and pushing them, first with one hand and then wi setae atom bel A peek ie 
both. Judge Moss temporarily assumed the réle of a quarry labourer, to . 
re wil himself whether an employee of the quarry, who sued the owners of | Cass, Luutrazp—Peta for winding Aug 15, directed to be heard on Oct 30. 
“an the North Wales Quarries (Limited) for compensation, could perform} © & 8 Woodroffe, 18, Gt Dover wark, solors for petner. Notice of appearing 
. certain work offered him. ‘The applicant, having practically lost the use | 2% ee the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afteracon of Uct 29 
encing one arm, contended th anil Cooraa Patert “ Axcuos ” Ratt Jom Oo, Luurrap—Creditors are required, on or before 
th » Con at he could not unsling and push and | Nov 6, to send their names and a and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 

® judge, in giving his decision at Bangor County Court in the William 43, Albion st, 1 
trar, a that he though oY 7 Duss or Noayoux Sreamsatr Co, Lumcrap—Creditors are en or before Oot 19, to 
ing the compensation, ought so too, He awarded the workman %s. weekly as send their names and addresses, and the of thai debis or to 
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Py 


Doxe oF aa Srzamsutr Co, Luarep—Credito: 
es and and 


send 
Hyde Ganteceh, 138, rns 


before 20, to their names 
claims, to Frank Albert Reeves, 110, Cannon st 


Sreamsair Co, Limtrep —Creditors are ey on or before Oct 19, to send their 
dresses, and eir debts or claims, to George Hyde 


iculars of 
ttarns & Co. 


Ul st. 
James SonortetD & Co aasneszend, —- —Creditors are required, on or 


QuinLani 
ae © Sa team, 6 


Severn yon’ Canat Careyixc Co, Luutep (1x Votuntrary Liquipatiox)—Creditors are 


uired, on or before Nov 3, to 
or claims, to J 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette,—Turspar, Sept. 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Atcocks, Jour, Leigh, Lanes, File Cutter Bolton Pet 

Sept 7 Ord 


8e 
Bares, Samvet eatin Tunbridg Pina Farmer 
a Wells Pet Sept6 Ord Sept 6 
Baowsine, Joux, Bridgend, Boot Manufacturer Cardiff 
Pet 6 s Sept 6 
Dien, : ee Proprietor 
ton. Pet & Sept 7 ge 
Coizs, Jou = —_, 
York Pet Sept 7 rd Bept 


Caaven, Stepnenson, Michee , are Salford, Lancs, 
Engineer’s Draughteman Salford Pet Aug 14 Ord 


5 
Dorrietp, Atsert Harrison, = ae Cashier 
N Mon Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 7 
Exoca, Astave Wittram, Newmarket, Came, Horse 
Cambridge Pet t7 Ord’ Sept 7 
Forp, Caartzes Leowarp, , Cheshire, Ironmonger 
8t 


% Pet Sept7 Ord 
Walsall, Tanner = Pet Sept 3 Ord 


Gomersatt, Feepertcx Wacker, Braiford, Tailor Brad- 
ford Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 6 

"Tie Yorks, Butcher Wakefield 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 

Hates, Cuartes Lawzence, King’s Bench walk, Barrister 
at Law Court Pet July12 Ord Sept 7 

Harersox, Jaues, 8t Albans, H 


Faost, Samvet, 
Bept 3 


Hurret. 
Pet Aug 2 Ord Sept 7 
eer | Tuomas, Peterstow, Hereford, Carpenter Here- 
ford Pet 8 Ord Sept 8 


Iumay, pad . Yorks, Innkeeper Bradford Pet 
Sept 7 Ord Sept 7 

eer er Burnley, Dressmaker Burnley Pet Sept 

ea Butcher Norwich Pet Sep‘ 


nc, Exwest, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, High Holborn, 


Patent Broker High Court by 15 Ord Sept 6 

Taomrsox, WiiuraM, — , Saddler Linen 
Pet Sept 8 

Townsexp, Haney, ad Waltham, Licensed Victualler 
Southampton Pet Aug 27 = Sept 6 

Uvex, Cartes, Canterbury, Greengrocer Canterbury 
Pet Sept 8 Ord 8 


FI MEETINGS. 
ALcOcK, some, Sele Lancs, File Cutter S2pt2iat3 19, 


Browx, Watter Bavaer, Bootle, Lancs Sept 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
CraRrxe, Tomas, Heaton Norris, Lanes, Commercial 
Traveller Sept 2i at 3 Off Ree, Castle chmbrs, 6, 
Vernon st, Stockport 
Crayton, James, Leicester, ~ saad Sept 19 at 3 Off 
1, Berridge st, Leiccste: 
Coxzs, Aes James, Selby, nr Desicatten, Fish Dealer Sept 
19 at 2.45 Off Rec, The Red House, Duneombe pl, York 
Craver, Sreruexsox, Higher a Salford. Lanes, 
's Draugh' Sept 19 at 230 Off Ree, 


Davizs, Cates Joux, Whitland, Carmarthen, Commission 
Agent Sept 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Qieen st, Car- 


Foose, Samvar, Walleall, Tanner Sept i9at12 Off Rec, 


——, Faroraicx Waker. Bradford, Tailor Sept 19 
at3 Off Rec 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Goovatt,, Burra, Castleford, Y: Butcher Sept 20 at 11 
Of 6, Bond ter, , We 
i, Petotaice Coventry, Fish Salesman Sept 19 at 3 


High st, Coventry 


same —— Birkdale, Southport Sept 19 at 11.30 
Of 35, Victoria Mate 'e Liverpool 
Horre., vER, Motley at, Curtain rd, oma Maker 


24 at 12 PH - bid 
Tui gowns, Canses 5 Forks, a Bept 21 at 3 


29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Ivey, Eenrer Avecaxven, bar pe Bhyl, Flint Sept 19 at 
Chester 


12 Crypt chm 
Keaxz, — "Travelling Dee r Sept 19 at 11 
20, Mosley st, ” Newcastle on we, 


Off Bec 
——x st, Putney. Builder’ Be 20 at 12.80 
on E Wyreed s, Pot Brid igs 
Levee B, Bedford at, 21at12 Bankruptcy 


Maxzizs & Co, Ty ody Fenchurch # Sept 24 at 11 Bank- 


ruptey bldgs, 
Motroxp, A y iss Ki 
penn, kati Havas, Comeragh "Donkoagey Wen 


a, - Deswis, L borough Sept 19 at12 Off 
Nemes, Joux Jaure. Nosthallertom, Yorks, Hairdresser 
Bept 24 at 11.20 Court house, Northal’erton 


the particalars of t their debts or —_—, ee = nge 
Catta & Co, 104, Leadenhall solors 


Eastern Axo (West Arnica) Syxpicate No. 1, Liutrep—Creditors are requi 
Oct 20, to send and addresses, and the particulars of their debte a ook 


‘ohn Ironmonger, Lower Fazeley st, Birmingham 


| 


Catetis Fish Dealer | 


required, on or before say to 19, to 


uired, on 


followin 











PARKES, Jompne Wolverhampton, Merchant Sept 19 at 
1180 Off Rec, Wolverhamp‘on 

Powe.t, Water, Great Ness, Salop, Farmer Sept 22 at 
11.30 Of Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Rostwsox, ABRAHAM, Alwyne pl, " —T'w Furrier Sept 
21 at 11.39 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

RosenserGc, Ernest, Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, High Hol- 
coe ase Broker Sept 20at11 Bankruptcy blidgs, 

arey 8 

Seaman Faeprice Caarites, Wolverhampton, Baker Sept 
19atilt Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Townsexp, Harry, Bishops Waltham, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 19 at 2.80 Off Ree, Midland Bank chmbrs, High 
st, Southampton 


| Torwen, Me mye Harborne, Birmingham, Commission 


erts, Baker St Albans | 

Sept 6 | 

yer, Motley st, Curtain 4 Cabinet Maker 
Court 








Agent Spt 19at11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Wrestee, M Epwarp, a ‘et pl, Solicitor Sept 21 at 11 


Bankruptcy bidge. 
DIU DICATIONS. 
——-, Joan, Is Ligh, Lanes, File Cutter Bolton Pet 


Autey, Frank , Lf Albany rd, aeont, Grocer 
High Court Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 8 

Bates, Samcvgt Lavaence, Tunbrid; “ee Farmer 
Tuobridge Wells Pet Sept6 Ord 

Boxe, Georce, Poole, Doraet, Baker Poole Pet Aug 23 
Ord Sept 8 

Bainetaxp, Ricwarp Joun, Camden rd, Mantle Maker 


High Court Pet Sept1 Ord Sept 7 
me AtraepD, Richmond High Court Pet July 13 


Browse, Jonny, ~T Boot Manufacturer Cardiff 
Pet Bept 6 Ord Sept 6 

Crzeac, Taomas Scorr, Brighton, cree, Proprietor 
Brighton Pet Sept7 Ord 

Cores, Joun James, Selby, 
York Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 

Craves, STEPHESSON, 
Enginzer's Draughtsman Salford Pet Aug 14 Ord 
Sept 

Dastect, Frepgrick Wittiam, Portsea, Portsmouth. 
Licensed Victualler Portsmouth Pet Aug 29 Ord 
Sept 6 

a Avszet Haraisox, Maindee, * oe Cashier 

Newport, Mon Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 8 

Esocn, :Aetaugs Wittiam, Newmarket, Horse Dentist 
Cambridge Pet Sept7 Ord Sept 8 

Forp, Caartes Leonargp, God Bert peti, Ironmonger 
Stock port Pet Sept7 Ord Se 

Frost, Samcgt, Walsall, aan” * Walsall Pet Sept 3 
Ord Sept 3 


Dp 
Goopatt, Surru, ty ny Yorks, Butcher Wakefield 
Pet Sept 5 Ord Sept 5 


Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 6 

Hovertoxs, James, Birkdale, Southport 
Pet Juiy20 Ord Sept 8 

Hvupsow, J W, Anerley Croydon Pet July 30 Ord Sept 8 

Hu Gus, Tuomas, Peteratow, Hereford, Carpenter 
Herefoid Pet Sept8 Ord Sept ia] 

aoe Bracknell, Berks Windsor Pet May 18 

t 

IncBaM, Joan F F, Sout Norwood, Surrey Croydon Pet 
May 21 Ord sept4 

Inuax, Hewey, ary Yorks, Innkeeper Bradford Pet 
Sept 7 Ord Fad 

Jzpasox, Nora, Burnley, Dressmaker Burnley Pet Sept 

rd Sept 6 

Jouxsox, Eowts Apert, Rar myataghem, Batcher 
Birmiogham Pet 

Kexr, Esau James Ricuagp, Southend A Bea, Auctioneer 
Chelmsford Pet July 31 Ord Sept 5 

Keanz, Moses, Ga , Deshan, 1 yi Draper 

Newesstie on Tyne Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 6 

Patmze, Water, Norwich, Butcher Norwich Pet Sep! 
8 Ord Sept 8 

Pocock, Faepguic om Guanuns, Brighton, Outfitter Brighton 
Pet Sept5 Ord 5 

Rogers, Evwarp, 1 Heath, Birmingham, Grozer 
Birmingham Pet Sept 4 Ord Bept 8 

Scorr, Arcuina.p Epwarp, Mapesbury rd, Devstebary, 
Ship Broker High Court Pet June 19 Ord Bept 3 


Liverpool 


Sortavo, Constantine Jon, Claverton st, Pimlico 
| i Agent High Court Pet April 27 Ord 
ept 


Gore, Avraep Howaagp, Dalling ry Hammersmith High 
Court Pet June i4 Ord Sept 
Taomrsox, Jon, Blackpool, ay Cloth Agent Manchester 


Pet Aug 25° Ord Ie 

Taomrsos, Wit.iam tford, Notts, Saddler Lincoln 
Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept 

Waker, Epwis Tees, Leytonstone, Stationer High 
Court Pet Ang 20 Ord Sept 6 

Woovsniper, Cusnies Atsuet, Maidenhead High Court 
Pet June 22 Ord Sept 6 

Corn Merchant 


Yates, Srantey Enaiawsp, Croydon, 
Oroydon Pet July14 Ord 
Amended notice substituted wr = \ ~ rer gale in the 
London Gazette of Jul 


Ryax, Hexsenr Dexnis, Margate, Tscaded Victualkr 
Croydon Pet July 2 Ord July 26 


ar Bos 
onecaster, Fruit Dealer | 
Higher. eisien Salfori, Lanes, | 





| Hargpwick, Agtavr, ney pee Boot Retailer Brighton | 








The Property Mart. 


Result of Sale. 


Revenrsioys, Annuity, AND Lire Po.icres. 
Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrietp held their usual Fortnightly Sale ie. 819) of the 


above-named Interests at the 
were Sold at the prices. por = total amount wey "aa £16,425:— 


Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 


Lots 

, 104, Leadenhall st, solors to liquidator REVERSION to One-twentieth of ooo ae ww Sold £12,509 
fore Oct ANNUITY of £50 and REVERSION t to wit 000 ... oo cee ove 835 

the particulars of their debts or claims, to hes OF ASSURANCE: 
‘or a ae eer “ ‘e am ooR 285 
uired, on or before Oct 18, to send particulars of For £1,000 .. . ° one - oo ot 410 
k ‘st, Liverpool. Lloy d, Liverpool, solor for For £600 . ove eo ” 650 
For £200 eee oes oes * . ” 130 
£200 ove om fag ove set as 120 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their 1 £450, on the lifejof H.M. the “King eee one oe 15 
vanious POLICIES on Royal and other MME ce a ee as 1,810 


London Gasetie.—Faivay, Sept. 14. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Augen, Henry Srarrz.u, eae, Sussex, Butcher 
Hastings Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Appuin, VINCENT —~ Hampton Kingston, Surrey Pe 
Sept 11 Ord Sept 

ASPINALL. THomas, Foxth Ashton, Ashton ip Makerfidd, 
Datal'er heady sor Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Barser. Antaua Lambert, Heckmondwike, Yorks, Book. 
binder Dewsbury PetSept il Ord Sept 11 

Bares, Georce Epwiy, Intake, Sheffield, Builder Shefficy 
Pet Aug 25 Ord Sept 10 

Brorton, ALTER JouNSON, Barnsley, Grocer Barnsley 
Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Brows, THomas Rosinsox, Cullercoats, Northumberland, 
a Neweastle on Tyne Pet Sept 11 Ord 

pt iL 

Baunnen, Heenert Zum, Abbey Foregate, Cheuiag 
Grocer Shrewsbury Pet Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Burrerrie.p, Aupert Epwarp, Shipley, Yorks, Cyele 

aler Bradford Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Cuapwick, Joun, Blackpool, Licensed Victualler Oldham 
Pet Aug 23 Ord o- ll 

Gaiden Wituiam, Blyth, Northumberland, Solicitor 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 10 


Dowe.tt, Watters, Richmond, Yorks, Engin-er North 
allerton Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Duyn, Joan Luxe, Roker. Sunderland, Builder Sunder 


land Pet sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Fiercuer, Rosert, Southport, Dealer 
Aug 24 Ord Sept 11 
Fox, Wititam, Kingston upon Hull, Wheelwright King: 
ton upon Hull Pet Sept 11 Ora Sept 11 


Liverpool Pe 


Garpyer, WILuIAM, Freemantle, Southampton  Sou‘h- 
hampton Pet Septit Ord Sept 11 : 
GittHespy, George Pate, Boldon C iliery. Durham, 


Builder Neweastle on Tyne Pet Sept 12 Ord sept 

Hares, GeorGe Josian, Swansea, Commission Ageat 
Swansea Pet Sept1l Ord Sept 11 

Hayes, Herpeat CHarLes, pete | “ted File Manager 

Sheffield Pet Sept 11 ' Ord Sept'1 

Hoimes, Joun, Mansfield, Notts, Grater Nottingham 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 

Hoox, Witu1am,Gt Grimsby, Labourer Gt Grimsby Pe 
Sept 11 Ord Sept 11 

Istz, James CoLuinson, mai Lincs, Currier Liacola 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Sept 


aes ng Arruur, Goda CR Harness Maker Guildford 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Sept 11 
Jouyson, Gzeorer, Lawford, Essex, Farmer Colchester 


Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 10 

Kyow es, Josuua Ernest, and Georce Freperick Cou, 
Portsmouth, Ship Chandlers Portsmouth Pet BSeptll 
Ord Sept 11 


Lawrenoz, W J, Morice Town, pereap ut, Baker Ply- 
mouth’ Pet Aug17 Ord Sept 10 
Maxins, Artaur, Mortlake,? Author Wandsworh Pé 


Aug 16 Ord Sept 12 

Moors, tan Derby, Baker Derby Pet Sept 12 0d 
Bept 1 

Muyns, Faxoenio, Racgnare, Beds, Builder Luton Pe 
Sept Ord Sept 1 

NEAL, PV itieon tl Wendover, Bucks, Journalist 
Aylesbury Pet Sept10 Ord Sept 10 

Norrotk, Huan, Addlestone, Surrey, Corn Merchant 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Septil Ord Sept 11 

Oxtons, Frepertcx Steruen, West Bromwich, Baker 

Bromwich Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 12 

Pagyett, Owen, Blaenau Festiniog, an, Quarrymsa 
Portmadoc Pet Sept 12 Ord Sept 1 

Perry, Sipyey, {eg Somerset, Seeith: Wells Pet Sept 
10 Ord Sept 10 

Paiport, ALPHEUs CuariEs, Fishponds, Bristol, Cyde 
Dealer Bristol Pet Sept i2 Ord Sept 12 

Genen,, Anema Leeds, Greengrocer Leeds Pet Sept 0 

t 10 

Srervagys, THomas Hewry, Southport, Lancs, Tailors 
Manager Liverpool Pet Aug8 Ord Sept 12 

Sreruunson, Rosert Henay, Kirkby Stephen, Westmor- 
land, Veterinary Surgeon Oxford Pet Sept 8 Ord Sept# 


Unsworra, Joseru, 8t Helens, Lancs, tail Buteber 
Liverpool Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Haulier Aberdare Pet Sept 10 Ord Bep t 16 
Wa ker, Hagey, Blackbur Btationer Blackburn Aug 
Were. qoute, Semele, Yorks, Butcher 
et Aug 28 ¢ ti 
me : Grocer Hereford 
Pet Sept 10 Ord Sept 10 
Wricut, Roserr Juss, Hitchin, Builder Luton Pe 
Yares, Tuomas Wirusax, King st, Camden tows, Daity- 
man High Court Pet Sept 11 Ord Se 
London Gazette of Sept 7: 
Presoave, Duncan Cuantus Runwey, Saffron Walde, 
RECEIVI a ORDEK KESCINDED. 
Beavouame, BaxiLa Ginevaa Hitpa Many, Langley Path 


Vea, Feepesick Caances, Mountain Ash, Glam, Grocer's 
93 Ord Bept 12 Shetteld 
Wouxman, Tuomas, Ross, Bupnt, 
Aug. 25 Ord Be 
Amended notice substituted for that patlished in the 
Evsex Cambridge Pet Aug 20 Ord Bept 5 
Norfolk Norwich Rec Ord Aug 18 Rese Se pt 
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